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been JTJT ^ ““ ^ ^ ^ ^ “ ** ^ «* have 

2 " “T ^ «“* 1 «.* the Post been ^ 

Par ‘ laan °“ ^ ThoB!m and hearing. It (and I do not know enough 

a suajaat the nest of the major madia) is again failing aa a basic institution of 
democratic society, as I've noted it has for years failed on the d 

the Mil. Beat. 018 da '« er °“ a aituation in 

This morning it devotes a very large amount of space to thoT^Tetories but if 

^“7!! TT" “ “ “ 8 ^ 40011 ^ yeSteWay ' S “ ^ ^ 

after 4.30 p.m.) two things are immediately apparent, the considerable proportion of the 

12“ l/r " ^ " r “ lly ““ ^ ^ ™ ~ 

q.s devoted to what Thomas and his supporters sjcld. 

acre is not a word about the devious, dirty and in some instances ove/ly dishonest 

at r^lT “ 8t ^ h ' !ariJ ^’ ^ PU “ h “ tte °®> *“• caught 

irS:: ~ 14 “ 41134344 4334 ~ 

rtJl 1 7JT ^ 13 if no, ‘ 1W 13 ^ ~ 

,: S0 ' “ 8 1 r “ d ^ toUeh »* «*« this -»•«. working my way to the main new 
section, with Outlook and the book reviews not yet looked at, and became aware of what I 

say above, 1 decided to drive over the giute 40 to see if today's HMimes had been delivered 
to a store than sells it. It had not been by almost 6 so I got and will clip and send^I 
terdays times. ± lx enclose that with today's/ Post. 

in .v2“ I> l ! T “ 14h ^ ” eett atta0ki,lii ^ Pr0 ° e33 “* “ tM “ W succeeded 

“ ^ “°. baBi0 <1Ue3ti0n " me ^ illustrated by the **, a means 

avoiding, which really means auppressing, what is not favorable to Thomas 

Prtt of this proceea is the coMoittee' proles and proceedures. they met and did agree 

“ SU f „ “f “ ^ dlSCl ^ affidavits and ffll reports. Instead of affidavits, which 
dc net have to include all and are not sublet to cross-eiigKnation where as is true in this 
case they are nut truthful and are irrelevant to the central issue, these witness ware to 
be called, both sides having ¥- agree /on this. 

There are now at least three instances in yesterday’s hearings alonl'in which this 
agreement was openly violated by thedQgs, while they assault the vely process they theme 

. selves were subverting. There was »H» a ruckus over this yesterday. Hot a »ord$.n the Port 
with all these pages on the subject. 

, , 083 th ° °° St “4“ ° f affidavits was given out wholesale by Senator Daaforth, 

Ihomaa’s chief sponsor, and were all over the W brcadcaate of the hearings. Hot a word 
about the man who signed it, a Thomas |£M84 with a history of getting fired from jobe. 



t W 

fron its content /lacks any credibility at all. It is an opinion affidavit, that this 
man believes Professor Hill had a fanstasy about him, that her love for him was unrequited, 
that thesame is true of her /"fantasy" about 'fhomas, so she has done all of this for vengeance 
against fhomas. What is the basig for his "fantasy" belief? They had nothing at all to do 
with each other, never had a meal together, never visited each other although they lived 
close to each other. i f MW f SffCjJC ? ) 

Then there is the business about which I made a note on the i>ost's first mention of 
it m entirely uncritical reporting of the great stretch of imagination' by Senator I3atch-et, 
inferring that Mil was aware of and merely adopted the identification "I^ng Hong Silver" 
from an obscure 1988 court decision in the 10th 'iLfteSt. Only later and in a different 
story does the Post mention, after poisoning the reqd^with this Hatch poison, that pre- 
cisely at the time it would Have been available to i homas, years earlier than 1988, that 
was the name of a very popular porno film. Whilh is what Hill testified to, the film. 

Meanwhile , the interminable GOP speeches instead of questioning is consuming the little 

time the committee has before Tuesday's vote. So there will be less time to correct the 
deliberately corrupted record and each effort made to correct it will have to be at the cost 
of something those opposed to Ihomas or wanting to get to the truth, of the allegations will 
have for their own purposes. Cl uf .dsf'yUU'-fLjU U Cy 

Specter made a big production of calling Hill a perjurer, the word he used. To do this 

he read lengthy excerpts from his questioning of her of the day before. He did seem to make 

out a case that she did perhhre herself . He emphasised that when she in his interpretation 
seem to be worried al>out this she conferred with her lawyers, something she did so rarely 
that may have been the one time she did that. What was at the time I saw it clear to me 
and quite clear from both her expression and what she said, is that she did not really 
understand what Specter was dj/rving at and that is why she conferred. Perhaps I am wrong 
on this but it was my impression at the time. So, Specter makes this big presentation of 
her having so littl e credibility she was a prejurer. 

But when he finished Biden got the same transcript and read from it what Specter had 
omitted and what Specter omitted refuted what Specter was alleging. Specter did not say a 
word, lirst of all he could not and then he had already accomplished his purpose. 

The Bemocrats are clearly embarrassed by the leaking of what "ill had told the 
committee. Hatch had openly accured ^etzenbaum of doing it and when Met*, raised that jpst 
question on the floor Hatch s£d withdrawn it. I think it was less than the n.qual apology. 

So, while it still is not known who did the leaking, the GGPs continue, as Thomas does,^ 
to accuse the "^meorats of it and thus attack the process they themselves have been cor— 
ripting for years, as they have been engaged in the most prejudicial leaking for years. To 
say noljhing of their not uncommon complete fabrications. 

WH^the hearings do not sh^w on this I thinftT mentioned to you at the time NPR broke 
the story a week ago, that the Hill story held been well-known and talked about on Capitol 



for about a week.meaning before HER .nd X understand Hewsday broke it. In any event, while 
it is not know who did the leakin'' S , because all committee members and their staff Ld copies, 
the word could have gotten out even innocently, from an overheard conversation b^teen 
two GO? staffers, for example. J do not suggest that this is probable but it is not im- 
possible. hy point is that without pinpointing the leak the GOPs andlhomas are less than 

honest is saying that the democrats did it to rjcln *homas and to be assaulting the system 
instead of responding to the allegations. 

On tfteir part fhe ^emocr^k are their usual timid, not asking Thomas obvious ^ 
questions and accepting instead his. blanket denials. Had he ever gotten or seen or talked 
about p^ono films? Htd he ever seen "long dong Silver?" 4 ieard about if? /hid he have a 
wife at the time Hill testified he made advances to her? 

Of course an innfcent man Kould have likeOy dene the same thing but he has succeeded 


He was not even asked if he had ever seen any films about sex with animals, another 


things Hill said he discussed with her. 




think it is possible that with the decisive vote timid what the GOPs did yesterday 
and what the Post reflects today may make the difference and lead to Thomas* confirmation 
although 1 believe it will not be because the majority believes he will make a good Justice. 
Bush et al have to make it ap^ar to heTBBWTBafe to vote for Lomas's confirmation and 
that requires that the allegations against him be usfficiently undermined. 

There was something else that is quite exceptional. The T ho mas gang staged large and 
noisy demonstrations inside the Capital whevever he appeared at least. Th^ often drowned 
out what was being said by public TV, which had to use the open hallway on I think the 
second floor^Xhia was particularly true when a Harva^t lawyer one of Hill's counsel, 
named ^gle-^% was telling the commentators and the audience some of the things about 
which they could not learn from the hearings, like the baselessness and incempdtence of f 

that "fantasy" affidavit and something about the available witnesses imj. the/errors ih 
what the GOPs were doing. 

B^den was angrier than I recall ever seing him after one of Hatchet Hatch's pre- 
judicial violations of the agreement on procedures, reading PBI reports into the record 
when it had been agreed that this would not he done. Hatch insisted that agreement or no 
agreement, he had the right to do it and there was nothing wrong with it. Of course even 
without any such agreement there is what is obviously wrong if the truth was wanted: the 
report was at least hearsay and there is 30 way of knowing how completely or accurately 
it reported what it said. From r iy extensive experiences with FBI reports, particularly 
in political matters, they frequently are incomplete, less frequently are inaccurate, both 
angled to support whatever the FBI wants to support. I am certain frora what is known that 



that it apent mch leak time »ith her than it should have and thus »a.. not able to get 

all that it could and should have gotten, a single, hasty interview was quite and know- 
ingly inadequate. 

There are five artiiles on the front page of Outlook, two on foninism issuet rated 
by this natter, plus an eacellegt oolunn on it by Haiy "oBrory( saying it should not have 
happened. ) There is an editorial sujin* that the real and only issue now is who is tell- 
ing the truth, a question not subejct to direct answer at best. 

When the Senate votes the Members will not have the hearings before them and if they 
did could not possibly have time to read them. Stenographic transcripts are available to 

the committee over night by they are not distributed to Members. There usually are copies 
that can be examined, as by the press. 

; S °’ Wh ° n the ****** VOte 8°**^ Wll be voting on the basis of what they learn 

from the major media. Unless they did noting gl se and took all the telecasts ih, their 
chief source of information will be the papers and of these the most signficant is the *ost, 
With today's Post as illustrative, the lumbers will have a selective,? distorted, dis- 
honest and prejudicial Jourse of information based on wliich they will vote. This means that 
the Post intends for them to want to vote for Thomas from its treatment of the story. 

One of the big tilings at the hearing yesterday was the JaGn Williams column oor arti- 
cle in last Way s Outlook.lt was quite openly defense of Ws and criticism of any 
criticism of him. Ilatch-et read lengthy excerpts into the record and onto nationwide TV. 

I doi$t blame the OOP for this. For all the world, from the Williams piece, the fiemo- 
crats alone leak and are prejudiced. There is no mention of similar, parallel and comparable 
act by the GOPs, with which the public record abounds and about which no Washington repoi^r 
lacks knowledge. Williams if a friend of •‘•'homas. 4 


So, OQ.ee again the raajor institution of the major media is failing the nation in 
another time of great stress and once again it means that the major media supports the 
thrust toward greater authoritarianism by the last two administrations in particuler. 

We have no way of knowing what the committee, particularly those opposed to the Thomas 
nomination, may now come up with. Or even whether they'll have the guts or the time to go 
into what should be gone into, who is truthful and whether Thomas is fit. 

One additional factor may be the fear of enough Members that something may emerge 
after the vote that can hurt ttwm if they vote for i’homas. I think that this can be in- 
fluenced by use of what Ogletfi^pe yesterday on PBS indicated Hill's supporters have. (l 
do not agree with him on the importance of her offering to take a polygraph.) ^his may be 
more important if it includes what is damning on what the GOPs may produce in support of 
Thomas, like the fanatsy-imagining affiant and his record and closeness to Thomas. 

I'm so disappointed by this newest institutional failure that as of now instead of 
spending the axternoon with the hearings I'll probably switch between them and the ^ed- 
skins game and get a littlr relief thereby. 



